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antinomies between his doctrine of the Holy Spirit and his doctrines 
of the Scriptures and of faith. The antinomies are these : " The new 
life of the Christian is wrought by the Holy Spirit. The new life of 
the Christian is wrought by the word of God. The new life of the 
Christian is wrought by faith." Here is a great advance beyond the 
Roman Catholic theology, according to which the new life is wrought 
by the Spirit, but not necessarily by the word of God, or by the per- 
sonal faith of the recipient. It was necessary, therefore, for Luther to 
adjust the second and third of these statements to the first. The man- 
ner in which he did so is carefully traced by the author of this treatise, 
who also passes beyond the province of the mere historian, and sub- 
jects the teachings of Luther to an intelligent and candid criticism. 

Franklin Johnson. 
The University of Chicago. 

Die Dogmatik Albrecht Ritschl's. Apologie und Polemik. 
Von C. W. von Kugelgen. Leipzig : Deichert'sche Ver- 
lagsbuchh. Nachf. (Georg Bohme), 1898. Pp. vii-j-125. 
M. 1.80. 

This work, which confesses itself to be an " Apologie und Polemik," 
is written by one of the younger disciples of Ritschl in defense of his 
master. It is the direct outgrowth of the controversy over the Ritsch- 
lian theology which is now of such vital interest in Germany. The 
bulk of the work consists of a condensed yet clear statement of 
Ritschl's fundamental positions. For a like statement English readers 
should consult Stuckenberg's article on "The Theology of Albrecht 
Ritschl " (The American Journal of Theology, April, 1898). 

Of especial interest in this book is the writer's study of historical 
dependence. The following sources are the more important : (1) The 
Kant-Lotzean influence. This is seen in the theory of knowledge, in the 
famous value-judgments (Werturteile). A careful study is made of 
Kant's kingdom of God and Ritschl's conception of the same, in 
which the independence of Ritschl's doctrine of the kingdom as his- 
torically revealed through Christ is affirmed. (2) The influence of 
Schleiermacher. Here is manifested the importance of the Christian 
community. But Ritschl here shows his independence in repudiating 
the Moravian mysticism of Schleiermacher. (3) The Luther-Menken 
influence. The force of this claim is to identify Ritschl with the current 
of the confessional Lutheran church. In the doctrine of justification 
the position of Luther is reaffirmed. In the doctrine of atonement 
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Menken, the popular pastor of Bremen, is the determining factor. The 
working out of the influence of this man is the principal claim of the 
author to an original contribution. Thus throughout honorable 
parentage is found for most of the ideas of Ritschl. The pointed 
shaft of many an opponent is turned aside. On the whole, the writer 
has done his work well. The book, apart from its controversial pur- 
pose, contributes its portion to understanding the great theologian 
of our times. Hiram Van Kirk. 

The University of Chicago. 

Das Verhaltnis von Theologie und Erkenntnis-Theorie, 
erortert an den theologischen Erkenntnis-Theorien von A. 
Ritschl und A. Sabatier. Von Lie. Johannes Steinbeck. 
Leipzig: Dorffling & Francke, 1898. Pp. vii + 254. M. 4. 

This is the author's Erstlingsarbeit. It is gratefully dedicated to 
Frank, the well-known author of System der christlichen Wahrheit and 
System der christlichen Gewissheit, translated into English as System of 
Christian Certainty. In fact, Steinbeck everywhere proceeds upon the 
basis of the presuppositions of the Frankian theology; not slavishly, 
however, for serious intellectual labor of his own is not wanting. But 
the book is burdened with Frank's peculiarities, and he nowhere 
transcends Frank. 

In his preface the author claims that his book has grown out of the 
conviction that the Gegensatze in present theology are due not so 
much to individual differences as to diverse attitude in respect to the 
principles of the science — in which he is in good part in error, for all 
theology today agrees in seeking to form a higher synthesis of the 
historical and the personal, to discover a method of reconciliation of 
the principle of subjective independence and the principle of objective 
authority. 

In the first part (pp. 1-2 1) the effort is to show that an antecedent 
philosophical epistemology is not necessary for theology, rather is 
injurious, because it makes theology, and therewith the knowledge of 
Christianity, dependent on philosophy. Thus, the science would not 
yield universally valid results, but only such as are dependent on the 
subjectively conditioned philosophic judgment of the given theologian. 
In a second part (pp. 22-209) tne epistemology of Ritschl and Sabatier 
is exhibited and estimated in order. The author distinguishes 
between Ritschl's religious-theological and his philosophical principles 
— acknowledging the worth of the former, but rejecting the latter, 



